Road-Rail Transport
the Licensing Authority, on an application to which this
section applies, to take into consideration any objections
to the application which may be made by persons who are
already providing facilities whether by means of road
transport or any other kind of transport, for the carriage
of goods for hire or leward in the district or between the
places, which the applicant intends to serve, on the ground
that suitable transport facilities in that District or between
those places are, or, if the application were granted, would
be, either generally, or in respect of any particular type
of vehicle, in excess of requirements, or on the ground that
any of the conditions of a licence held by the applicant
has not been complied with."
The result of all these regulations has been to restrict
the number of new entrants.   A new applicant has now,
not only to satisfy the authorities in respect of the usual
vehicle specifications, but also to prove convincingly that
the service he offers meets a public demand and that others
already in the line have failed to provide it.   The onus of
proof is  on  the  prospective  road  operators.   In  John
Rhodes vs. L. M. S. Railway, the case of the former was
dismissed on the ground that the service he offered was
not for " new traffic."   A prima facie case has got to
be made out that the new service to be offered is to cater
to new traffic and has not been provided either by road
or by rail.   This was also the decision upheld in Enston's
case2 wherein the new entrant had to make out a strong
case for the grant of his licence.
In addition to these, under the Road Traffic Act of 1930,
there is compulsory third party insurance not only of
public motor services but also of private owners. Other
restrictions are similar to those in Madras viz., hours of
work, fitness of vehicles, regularity of service etc. Part II
of the Act of 1933 refers to the Railways. Under the
2 Traffic cases decided under the Road and Rail Traffic Act,
edited by Maxwell & Fay, Yol. 22, p. 5.
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